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This is a decision on the petition under 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(b), filed January 18, 2005, to revive 
the above-identified application. 

The petition is DISMISSED. 

Any request for reconsideration must be submitted within TWO (2) MONTHS from the mail 
date of this decision. No further petition fee is required for the request. Extensions of time 
under 37 CFR 1.136(a) are permitted. The reconsideration request should include a cover letter 
entitled "Renewed Petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b)." This is not a final agency action within the 
meaning of 5 U.S.C. § 704. 

This application became abandoned for failure to timely reply to the final Office action mailed 
January 13, 2004. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were 
obtained. Accordingly, this application became abandoned on April 14, 2004. A Notice of 
Abandonment was mailed September 9, 2004. 

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by: 

(1 ) the required reply, 

(2) the petition fee, 

(3) a statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply 
until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional, and 

(4) a terminal disclaimer and fee if the application was filed on or before June 8, 1995 or if the 
application is a design application. 

Where there is a question as to whether either the abandonment or the delay in filing a petition 
under 37 CFR 1.137 was unintentional, the Commissioner may require additional information. 2 



i 

In a nonprovisional application abandoned for failure to prosecute, the required reply may be met by the filing of a 
continuing application. In an application or patent, abandoned or lapsed for failure to pay the issue fee or any portion thereof, the 
required reply must be the payment of the issue fee or any outstanding balance thereof. 

2 See MPEP 71 1.03(c)(III)(C) and (D). 
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The instant petition lacks item (1). The Amendment submitted to the Examiner on January 1 8, 2005 
failed SSSthe above-identified application in prima facie condition for allowance. A proper reply 
to a fmal P rejection under 37 CFR LI TW be. (f) an amendment, ^2*^^^™ 
condition for allowance; (2) a Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a Request for Continued 
ExaSion (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. Petitioner must submit one of the above 
documents in order to revive the above-identified application. 

There is no indication that the person signing the instant petition was ever given a power ^of 'attorney ^or 
authorization of agent to prosecute the aW-identified application If the person signing the instant 
pe itiondesires to receive future correspondence regarding this application, the appropriate power of 
attornVy or authorization of agent must be submitted. While a courtesy copy of .tfcis decision is being 
mailed to the person signing Sie instant petition, all future correspondence will be directed solely to the 
address currently of record until such time as appropriate instructions are received to the contrary. 

It is not apparent whether the statement of unintentional delay was signed by a person who would have 
been in a position of knowing that the entire delay in filing .the recmired repfy from the due date for the 
reolv untifthe filing of a grafTtable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional. 
N?verAeiess? in acfordance with 3? CFR 10.18, the statement is accepted as constituting a ^cation 
of unintentional delay. However, in the event that petitioner has no knowledge that the delay was 
unintentional, petitioner must make such an inquiry to ascertain that, in fact, the delay was 
unintentional! If petitioner discovers that the delay was intentional, petitioner must notify the Office. 

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows: 

By mail: Mail Stop PETITIONS 

Commissioner for Patents 
Post Office Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

By hand: Customer Window located at: 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
Customer Service Window Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

By fax: (703) 872-9306 

ATTN: Office of Petitions 

Any questions concerning this matter may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3206. 



Mliana Chase 



Petitions Examiner 
Office of Petitions 
Office of the Deputy Commissioner 
for Patent Examination Policy 

cc: KRISTOFERE. HALVORSON 

1757 E. BASELINE ROAD, STE. 130 
GILBERT, AZ 85233 



